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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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2a)K| This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 112 

Claims 60,73-81,88,96-103,105 and 116-121 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

The limitation "sponsoring organization" is vague and indefinite as to what the 
organization is sponsoring and where is the. line of delineation between the sponsoring 
organization and the credit providing (e.g. bank) organization). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 60,73-81,88,96- 103,105 and 116-121 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a)as 
being unpatentable over Spivak (or record). 

The reference teaches that it is well known to send unsolicited credit cards in the mail. 
In addition the reference teaches that it is well known for retailers to offer and issue revolving 
lines of credit while the customer is at the store. 1 11 -K 13. Taken in its entirety, this reference 

teaches that it was well know for retailers to offer a revolving line of credit to their customers, to 

r 

offer an unsolicited revolving line of credit, to offer a revolving line of credit unsolicited in the 
mail, to offer a revolving lines of credit to the customer while the customer is at the store, to 
activate the revolving lines of credit while the customer is at the store, to offer customers the 
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option of using the revolving line or credit for a purchase, to activate the revolving line of credit 
at the store. See, ^ 1 1 and U 1 2 . 

Inherent in this teaching fl[ 1 1, an investigation) is the credit card issuer obtaining an 
indication from a credit card provider (which may be the same entity, which may be the 
sponsoring organization, which provides a service) that a line of credit has been established. 

As for the claimed "activation step", the examiner interprets the activation step to read 
on the first purchase using the card. The transmission of the purchase information is inherent to 
this process. 

The applicant has amended his claims and now argues that the following features are not 
taught by Spivak; 

( 1 ) receiving an indication that a line of credit has been established for a customer expected to 
arrive at a particular location of a sponsoring organization (in which the customer has not 
solicited the line of credit.). 

Even assuming the narrow interpretation of the claims language argued by the applicant 
that that the sponsoring organization be an entity other than the credit providing entity (which 
need not be the case), it would have been obvious for a sponsoring organization (e.g., a retail 
store) to have preapproved store credits cards or offers for preapproved credit cards to a list of 
people whom the store has an expectancy to use the card. Moreover, it would have been obvious 
for one skilled in the art for the stores to have offered the cards to people who meet some specific 
credit criteria as motivated by the need to balance credit risk and credit sales. 

(2) offering the line of credit at the same location (as the sponsoring organization), 

Even assuming the narrow interpretation of the claim language argued by the applicant 
that the location be the physical brick and mortar location of the sponsoring organization (which 
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need not be the case as the claims could read on an electronic internet location), it would have 
been obvious for one skilled in the art at the time to have offered the card to shoppers while at the 
sponsoring location store as motivated by the need to reduce the risk of credit theft and or to 
increase the likelihood that the customer be aware that credit has been preapproved for the 
customer. 

The reference fails to teach the offering location to be a hotel. It would have been 
obvious for a hotel, a class of merchants, a furniture repair shop, a class of merchants 
where goods are dropped off and picked up, and a consultant, a class of merchants where 
a customer schedules a service, all to participate in the teaching of Spivak and the 
obvious embodiments of Spivak as motivated well known theories of supplying credit to 
foster demand. 



Applicants amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. . In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Richard C Weisberger whose telephone number is 571 272 6753. 
The examiner can normally be reached during the hours of Maxiflex. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Kramer 571 272 6783. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Richard C Weisberger 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3624 



